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DETAILED ACTION 

Acknowledgements 

The Applicants amendment filed on December 20,2007 is hereby acknowledged, Claims 
2-8, 10-17, 35-41 and 43-50 remain pending . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Paieniabilhy shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2-8, 10-17, 35-41 and 43-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Medvinsky et al. (US Patent 2003/0093694) in view of Sirbu et al (US 
Patent 5,809,144) and further in view of Buhle et al. (US Patent 6,286,104) . 

As per claim 2, 

Medvinsky et al. ('694) discloses the method of claim 7, further including: 
generating a Ticket-Granting-Ticketing utilizing a protocol substantially in compliance 
with the Kerberos protocol; and wherein receiving a request for a Service Ticket from a client 
further includes receiving the Ticket-Granting-Ticket from the client. (Figure 4) 

Medvinsky et al. ('694) does not explicitly disclose a granting service, Buhle et al. ('104), 
discloses a granting service (Figure 4); it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
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in the art at the time of the invention to combine the Medvinsky et al. ('694) with the Buhle et 
al. ('104) method in order to allow centralized control of access to servers; furthermore the 
combination of these elements does not alter their respective functions, and the combination 
would have yielded predictable results to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention. 

As per claim 3, 

Medvinsky et al. ('694) discloses the method of claim 7, 

wherein determining the number of servers designated to provide the requested service 
includes: utilizing a database that maps a generic server name to a specific server name; and 
setting the numbers of servers designated to provide the service equal to the number of specific 
server names mapped to the generic server name that provides the requested service. (Figure 2) 

Medvinsky et al. ('694) does not explicitly disclose a granting service, Buhle et al. ('104), 
discloses a granting service (Figure 4); it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to combine the Medvinsky et al. ('694) with the Buhle et 
al. ('104) method in order to allow centralized control of access to servers; furthermore the 
combination of these elements does not alter their respective functions, and the combination 
would have yielded predictable results to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention. 

As per claim 4, 

Medvinsky et al. ('694) discloses the method of claim 3, 
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Medvinsky et al. ('694) does not explicitly disclose wherein determining the number of 
servers designated to provide the requested service includes: utilizing a database that maps a 
generic server name to a specific server name; and setting the numbers of servers designated to 
provide the service equal to the number of specific server names mapped to the generic server 
name that provides the requested service. Buhle et al. ('104), discloses wherein determining the 
number of servers designated to provide the requested service includes: utilizing a database that 
maps a generic server name to a specific server name; and setting the numbers of servers 
designated to provide the service equal to the number of specific server names mapped to the 
generic server name that provides the requested service. (Figure 4); it would have been obvious 
to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the Medvinsky et 
al. ('694) with the Buhle et al.. ('104) method in order to allow centralized control of access to 
servers; furthermore the combination of these elements does not alter their respective functions, 
and the combination would have yielded predictable results to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention. 

As per claim 7, 

Medvinsky et al. ('694) discloses a method of generating a Service Ticket for a requested 
Service comprising: 

receiving by a granting service of a computing device , the computing device being 
different and distinct from the client, a request for a Service Ticket from a client; 

generating by the a session key; encrypting a cipher text with the session key 
determining a number of servers designated to provide the requested service; 
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Medvinsky et al. ('694) does not explicitly disclose for each providing server, encrypting 
the session key with a secret key associated with each respective server; creating a Service 
Ticket that includes an encrypted session key for each providing server, and the encrypted cipher 
text; the granting service determining if the requested service is provided by a plurality 
of servers. Buhle et al.(' 104), discloses for each providing server, encrypting the session key 
with a secret key associated with each respective server; creating a Service Ticket that includes 
an encrypted session key for each providing server, and the encrypted cipher text;(Figure 3; 
column 8, lines 14-19) the granting service detennining if the requested service is 
provided by a plurality of servers (Column 5, lines 1-1 5 ); it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the Medvinsky et al. 
('694) with the Buhle et al.(' 104) method in order to allow the client to utilize secure 
applications via ticket; furthermore the combination of these elements does not alter their 
respective functions, and the combination would have yielded predictable results to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention.. 

Medvinsky et al. ('694) does not explicitly disclose transmitting the Service Ticket to the 
client, Sirbu et al.(' 1443), discloses transmitting the Service Ticket to the client (Figure 4 ); it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the Medvinsky et al. ('694) with the Sirbu et al. (' 144) method in order to allow the 
client to utilize the ticket; furthermore the combination of these elements does not alter their 
respective functions, and the combination would have yielded predictable results to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention.. 
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Claims 5-8, 10-17, 35-41 and 43-50 disclose the same invention as the above stated 
claims; because claims 5-8, 10-17, 35-41 and 43-50 are not patentably distinct from claims 2-4 
and 7 they are rejected for at least the same reasons. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the amended claims have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection.in view of Buhle et al. (US Patent 6,286,104) . 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John M. Winter whose telephone number is (571) 272-6713. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-6, 1st Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Fischer can be reached on (571) 272-6779. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



John Winter 

Patent Examiner - 3621 
Jalatcc Worjlolv 
Primary Examiner. Art Unit 3621 
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